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Art Unit: 2622 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 2/8/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues that Storm does not teach the claimed dynamically partitioning 
the areas that the content stream occupy. The examiner disagrees with the applicant and asserts 
that Storm teaches a spherical display that can display maps of the world (Column 1, Lines 35- 
38), along with other data such as real-time data of airplane locations (Column 4, Lines 10-16) 
and weather patterns (Column 4, Lines 5-9). The examiner views the first content stream as the 
data of the map to be displayed on the globe. Furthermore, the examiner views the second 
content stream as any of the other content streams such as the airplane location data and the 
weather pattern data. Furthermore, these multiple content streams will all be displayed on the 
display and these content streams will overlap. For example, the depiction of an airplane in flight 
will be superimposed over the displayed map. Since the location of the airplane will move in 
real-time, its depiction and location on the map will be dynamically changing (moving). 
Therefore, the location at which the airplane and the map are superimposed is viewed as the 
intersection of the first content stream (map) and the second content stream (airplane data). 
Furthermore, this location is dynamically changing as the airplane moves in flight. Furthermore, 
since the location of the airplane will overlap a portion of the displayed map, the portion of the 
first area (airplane) and the second area (map) are shared. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1: Claims 1-5, 7-12, 13, 15-18, 22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by USPN 6,527,555 Bl Storm. 

2: As for Claim 1: Storm teaches on Column 1, Lines 59-67 and depicts in Figure 1 a 
method comprising: simultaneously displaying a first content stream and a second content stream 
within a spherical display (10); The examiner views the first and second content streams as being 
the multiple data that can be displayed on the globe at the same time for example the map of the 
world and weather patterns overplayed over the map. Storm teaches the displayed content can be 
moving video. Therefore, a change in the displayed information in such as the weather patterns is 
viewed as receiving instructions to change a partition between a first area (area that displays a 
map for example) for displaying the first content stream and a second area (area that displays 
weather patterns) for displaying the second content stream; and dynamically partitioning the first 
area and the second area based on the instructions, wherein the first area and the second area are 
within the spherical display (10). The examiner views the process of instructing the display 
where to display information related to the multiple images that can be displayed at the same 
time as dynamically partitioning the areas that the content streams occupy. 
3: In regards to Claim 2: Storm teaches on Column 3, Lines 1-15 storing the first content 
stream and the second content stream in a storage device. Storm teaches the displayable data can 
be stored in memory including DVD's, CD's and solid state memory. 
4: As for Claim 3: Storm teaches on Column 1, Lines 34-37 capturing the first content 
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stream with a content capturing device. Storm teaches the content can be captured video. 
Therefore, the video was captured with a video camera. 

5: In regards to Claim 4: Storm teaches on Column 1, Lines 34-37 capturing the first content 
stream with a content capturing device. Storm teaches the content can be captured video. 
Therefore, the video was captured with a video camera. 

6: As for Claim 5: Storm teaches on Column 3, Lines 35-36 that the displayed image is a 
digital images therefore, the image was captured using a digital camera. 
7: In regards to Claim 7, Storm teaches on Column 3, Lines 1-15 and Column 1, Lines 59- 
67 first and second content streams as being the multiple data that can be displayed on the globe 
at the same time. The examiner views the first and second content streams as being the multiple 
data that can be displayed on the globe at the same time for example the map of the world and 
weather patterns overplayed over the map. Storm teaches that this data can be stored in a DVD 
disk (ring) and can be played back from the DVD and displayed on the display. Therefore, the 
examiner views a DVD player as a playback ring (playback disk). Furthermore, the data 
transmitted from the DVD player determines (where and what) information will be displayed. 
Storm teaches the displayed content can be moving video therefore, a change in the displayed 
information in such as the weather patterns is viewed as receiving instructions to change a 
partition between a first area (area that displays a map for example) for displaying the first 
content stream and a second area (area that displays weather patterns) for displaying the second 
content stream. 

8: In regards to Claim 8: Storm depicts in Figure 1 the spherical display (10) includes a flat 
display surface (16) and a spherical display surface (10). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/82 1,142 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2622 

9: As for Claim 9: Storm teaches on Column 1, Line 34-38 and Lines 63-67 the first content 
stream is video footage. 

10: In regards to Claim 10: Storm teaches on Column 1, Line 34-38 and Lines 63-67 and on 
Column 3, Lines 36-43 the first content stream is a digital image. 

11: As for Claim 11, Storm teaches on Column 1, Line 35-38 the content represented and 
output by the globe can include video data with audio data. The examiner views the first content 
stream as data including both the displayed video and audio data. 

12: In regards to Claim 12: Claim 12 is rejected for reasons discussed related to claims 1 and 
6. 

13: As for Claim 13: Claim 13 is rejected for reasons discussed related to claims 1 and 6. 
13: As for Claim 15: Storm teaches on Column 4, Lines 10-12 transmitting the first content 
stream and the second content stream in real time. 

14: In regards to Claim 16: Storm teaches on Column 1, Lines 35-38 the first content stream 
is video footage. 

15: As for Claim 17: Storm teaches on Column 1, Lines 35-38 the first content stream is 
video footage therefore, the first content stream is captured by a video camera. 
16: In regards to Claim 18: Claim 18 is rejected for reasons discussed related to claim 1. 
17: In regards to Claim 22: Storm depicts in Figure 1 the spherical display (10) further 
comprises a flat display surface (16) and a spherical display surface (10). 
18: In regards to Claim 24: Claim 24 is rejected for reasons discussed related to claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

19: Claims 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 
6,527,555 Bl Storm. 

20: In regards to Claims 6 and 14: Storm teaches on Column 1, Lines 58-67 that the globe is 
able to display using several displays (16) weather data and real time data from airplanes 
(Column 4, Lines 11-16) occurring around the globe and then display this information on 
multiple displays (16). 

Official Notice is taken that it would have been well known in the art at the time the 
invention was made to capture the weather data and real-time information on airplane locations 
simultaneously in order to display the information properly. This is due to the fact that if the data 
to be displayed on the multiple displays (16) if not captured at the same time, when an image 
moves (airplane) from being displayed from one display to the next, the transition would not 
occur properly. If the images were not captured at the same time, an image would disappear at 
the edge or be duplicated at the edge for a period of time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to capture the weather data and real-time information on airplane locations 
simultaneously in order to display the information properly and to create a seamless transition 
from one display to the next. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/82 1 , 1 42 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2622 

21 : Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over USPN 6,527,555 
Bl Storm in view of USPN 5,898,421 Quinn. 

22: As for Claim 23, Storm teaches the use of a spherical display that can display multiple 
content streams simultaneously such as a map of the world and weather data. Furthermore, Storm 
teaches that the content displayed on the display can be changed based on a detected user input. 
However, Storm is silent as to the specifics of the device that will detect the user inputs. 

Quinn teaches on Column 1, Lines 65-67 and Column 2, Lines 1-30 the use of a 
gyroscopic pointing and input device for a computer system which allows the user to manipulate 
the location of a cursor on a display screen by sensing gravitational vectors. Quinn teaches that 
this gyroscopic pointing and input device is superior because it has a long range and high 
resolution. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the gyroscopic pointing and input device as taught by Quinn for the 
input device of Storm in order to provide the display device of Storm with an improved input 
device that has a long range and high resolution. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James M. Hannett whose telephone number is 571-272-7309. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:00 pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James M. Iteri 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 




JMH 

April 17, 2007 




VIVEK SRIVASTAVA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



